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INTRODUCTION 

This  report  represents  the  Randleman  City  Planning  Board's  first  major  effort  toward 
the  achievement  of  a  comprehensive  plan  to  accommodate  the  area's  future  growth.   The  en- 
tire program  is  based  upon  the  Board's  resolve  to  undertake  a  planned,  rational  approach 
to  Randleman's  future  physical  appearance.   In  cooperation  with  the  city  populace,  and 
with  the  technical  assistance  of  the  North  Carolina  State  Department  of  Conservation  and 
Development's  Division  of  Community  Planning,  all  Randleman  citizens  will  soon  have  at 
their  disposal:  (1)  the  essential  facts  pertaining  to  the  city's  population  and  economy 
(this  report);  (2)  a  detailed  breakdown  of  existing  and  future  land  use  conditions  (July 
1966);  (3)  a  set  of  ordinances  that  will  help  to  control  the  subdivision  of  land  (March  1966) 
and  the  use  of  land  ( zoni ng- January  1967);  and  (4)  a  comprehensive  plan  for  the  future 
development  of  the  city  (October  1966).   In  addition,  base  maps  have  been  compiled  showing 
streets  and  other  public  ways,  major  easements,  waterways,  railroad  lines  and  other  per- 
manent features.   These  maps,  and  the  studies  to  follow,  are  or  will  be  available  for  the 
use  of  city  officials  and  interested  citizens. 

The  principal  purpose  of  this  population  and  economic  analysis  is  to  afford  the  reader 
an  opportunity  to  familiarize  himself  with  the  more  salient  facts  and  significant  trends 
pertaining  to  the  people  and  economy  of  his  city  and  region.   To  accomplish  this  purpose, 
much  emphasis  will  be  given  to  existing  deficiencies  and  present  strong  points  of  the 
city's  development.   For  example,  the  citizen  will  want  to  know  not  simply  how  many  people 
there  are  in  Randleman  as  compared  with  how  many  there  used  to  be,  but  in  addition  he 
might  desire  information  about  sex  and  age  group  breakdowns,  housing,  income,  and  other 
data  depicting  his  city's  progress  with  that  of  other  minor  civil  divisions.   Furthermore, 
the  discriminating  reader  will  want  an  understanding  of  not  only  simple  occupational  data 


describing  how  many  are  employed  doing  what,  but  will  also  desire  more  detailed  analysis 
of  industry  types,  worker  mobility  and  future  economic  prospects.   These  are  the  subject 
matters  of  principal  concern  in  the  succeeding  account  of  Randleman's  population  and 
economy  . 
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POPULATION 

Randleman  had  a  population  of  2,232  in  1960.   Randleman  Township's  population  Che 
same  year  was  4,439;  Randolph  County's  total  was  61,497.   The  following  table  graphically 
illustrates  the  patterns  of  growth  (and  decline)  in  these  three  jurisdictions. 


TABLE  1 

CITY,  TOWNSHIP,  COUNTY 

AND  STATE 

POPULATION  TRENDS, 

1900-1965 

Census 

Percent 

Randleman 

Percent 

Rando  Iph 

Percent 

N.  C  . 

Percent 

Year 

Randleman 

Change 

Township 

Change 

County 

Change 

State 

Change 

1900 

2,190 

3,350 

28,232 

1,893,810 

1910 

1,950 

-11.0 

2,981 

-11.0 

29,491 

+  4.5 

2,306,287 

+  21.8 

1920 

1,967 

+  0.9 

2,964 

-  0.6 

30,856 

+  4.6 

2,559,  123 

+  11.0 

1930 

1  ,863 

-  5.3 

3,008 

+  1.5 

36,259 

+  17  .5 

3  ,  170,276 

+  23.9 

1940 

2,032 

+  9.1 

3,637 

+20.9 

44,554 

+  22.9 

3,571,623 

+  12.7 

1950 

2,066 

+  1.7 

3,714 

+  2.1 

50,804 

+  14.0 

4,061,929 

+  13.7 

1960 

2,232 

+  8.0 

4,43  9 

+  19.5 

61  ,49  7 

+  21  .0 

4,556,  155 

+  12.2 

1965^ 

2,255 

+  1.0 

4,750 

+  7  .0 

66,892 

+  8.8 

4,767  ,037 

+  4.6 

It  is  worth  noting  that  Randleman  experienced  four  times  as  much  growth  between  1950- 
1960  as  it  did  in  all  the  years  between  1900  and  1960.   Except  for  the  last  decade,  It  is 


All  data  not  otherwise  credited  were  taken  from  the  U.  S.  Census  of  Population. 
Estimated  figures,  based  upon  expected  growth  rates  using  straight  line  projections 


POPULATION 

Randleman  had  a  population  of  2,232  in  1960.   Randleman  Township's  population  the 
ame  year  was  4,439;  Randolph  County's  total  was  61,497.   The  following  table  graphically 
Uustrates  the  patterns  of  growth  (and  decline)  in  these  three  jurisdictions. 
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It  is  worth  noting  that  Randleman  experienced  four  times  as  much  growth  between  1950- 
1960  as  it  did  in  all  the  years  between  1900  and  1960.   Except  for  the  last  decade,  it  Is 


All  data  not  otherwise  credited  were  taken  from  the  U.  S.  Census  of  Population. 
Estimated  figures,  based  upon  expected  growth  rates  using  straight  line  projections 


quite  obvious  that  the  City  of  Randleman  has  not  been  growing  at  a  rate  commensurate  with 
the  township,  county  and  state  trends. 

In  1900,  Randleman  City  and  Township  were  the  most  populated  city  and  township,  re- 
spectively, in  Randolph  County.   Today,  Ashboro  Township  is  four  times  larger  in  population 
than  Randleman  Township,  and  Frank  1  invi 1 1 e  and  Trinity  Townships  are  both  larger  in  popu- 
lation than  Randleman  Township.   This,  too,  confirms  the  decline  in  what  used  to  be  the 
hub  of  the  county.   One  can  only  speculate  as  to  the  varied  factors  that  have  influenced 
these  changing  population  figures  during  the  past  65  years.   Two  world  wars,  depressions, 
inflations,  automation,  rising  expectations  and  changing  opportunities  and  many  less 
spectacular  conditions  surely  have  had  important  effects. 

More  specifically,  it  could  be  argued  that  major  transportation  avenues  were  built 
around  Randleman,  that  the  railroad  influence  was  lessened,  that  the  influence  of  water 
power  (one  of  Randleman's  earliest  assets)  became  less  important  to  industries,  and  finally, 
that  the  labor  force  needed  for  large  scale  expansion  never  was  available.   Nevertheless, 
on  the  basis  of  the  above  data,  it  would  appear  that  the  City  of  Randleman  is  growing, 
although  at  a  modest  rate,  and  should  continue  to  do  so  barring  unexpected  events.   Be- 
tween 1950  and  1960,  166  people  were  added  to  the  city's  population  (an  eight  percent  in- 
crease) . 

These  years  were  also  a  period  of  very  rapid  township  and  county  growth.   This 
suggests  a  close  interrelation  between  the  development  of  a  small  area  and  that  of  the 
geographic  area  surrounding  and/or  encompassing  it.   To  further  stress  this  interrelation- 
ship and  provide  the  reader  with  the  fullest  possible  amount  of  meaningful  data,  another 
chart  is  given  below  that  shows  population  trends  in  all  of  the  townships  in  Randolph 
County. 


TABLE  2   RANDOLPH  COUNTY  CIVIL  DIVISIONS  -  POPULATION  TRENDS,  1900-1965 


As  heD  or  o  Twp  . 
Back  Creek 
Brower  Twp. 
Cedar  Grove  Twp. 
Coleridge  Twp, 
Columbia  Twp. 
C  oncor d  Twp . 
FranklinviUe  Twp, 
Grant  Twp.        , 
Level  Cross  Twp . 
Liberty  Twp. 
New  Hope  Twp . 
New  Market  Twp. 
Pleasant  Grove  Tw{ 
Providence  Twp . 
Rand  1  eman  Twp . 
Richland  Twp  . 
Tabernacle  Twp. 
Trinity  Twp. 
Union  Twp. 
Total  County 


to  Asheboro  Town  (1950-1960). 
5 


1900 

19  10 

1920 

1930 

1940 

1950 

1960 

1965^ 

1,513 

2,544 

3,520 

6,913 

10,736 

13,893 

17,344 

T9V009 

1,245 

1,198 

1,076 

1  ,055 

897 

1,223 

1,608 

1,816 

1,109 

662 

804 

805 

884 

724 

881 

947 

1,060 

1 ,  102 

1,  154 

985 

1,361 

1,708 

2,997 

3,993 

— 

1,585 

1  ,647 

1,637 

1,560 

1,605 

1,422 

1,289 

2,542 

2,980 

3,  146 

3  ,464 

3,954 

3,599 

4,250 

4,511 

1,379 

1,232 

1,  169 

1,000 

1,020 

1,044 

1,073 

1,043 

2,560 

2,521 

2,343 

2,617 

3  ,635 

4,308 

5,042 

5,340 

970 

938 

994 

872 

909 

1,225 

1  ,464 

1  ,  600 

— 

— 

451 

544 

822 

694 

878 

945 

1,564 

1,880 

2,  126 

2,908 

3,  194 

3,600 

3,610 

3,539 

1,066 

1,086 

1,087 

884 

808 

667 

721 

758 

1,382 

1,387 

1,201 

1,423 

1,634 

1,587 

2,  152 

2,486 

1,541 

416 

422 

467 

456 

507 

585 

654 

1,  145 

1,  113 

915 

941 

1,0  43 

1,025 

995 

967 

3  ,350 

2,981 

2,964 

3  ,008 

3  ,637 

3,714 

4,43  9 

4,750 

1,  148 

1,305 

1,416 

1,480 

1,605 

2,011 

2,158 

2,200 

1,591 

1  ,487 

1  ,384 

1,327 

1  ,469 

1  ,434 

1,556 

1,573 

1,981 

1,974 

2,001 

3,052 

4,  133 

5,416 

7,492 

8,626 

1,086 

1,  100 

1,036 

877 

797 

820 

830 

849 

28,232 

29 ,491 

30,856 

36,259 

44,554 

50,804 

61,497 

66,895 

Franklinvi 1 le  Township  and  Town  returned  in  1940  as  Frank  1 invi 1 1 e .   Part  of  Liberty 
Township  annexed  to  Liberty  Town  in,  1948. 


In  a  manner  closely  resembling  the  city,  township,  and  county  population  trends,  many 
areas  listed  above  also  experienced  least  growth  between  the  years  1900-1930  and  greatest 
growth  in  the  decade  1950-1960.   Thus,  again  we  can  see  the  in t er r e  la t ednes s  of  like 
geographical  areas.   This  does  not,  of  course,  mean  that  Randleman  cannot  grow  if  other 
towns  nearby  hold  constant  or  lose  population.   The  i nt err e  la t ednes s  does,  however,  mean 
that  general  area  trends  will  have  at  least  an  influence  upon  Randleman's  destiny.   It  is 
Important  to  realize  that  Randleman,  though  affected  by  township  and  county  trends,  could 
very  much  gain  or  lose  population  owing  to  new  industrial  locations,  annexations,  great 
International  events,  natural  catastrophes   and  so  forth. 


Migration  of  the  Population 

In  order  to  determine  the  true  migration  pattern,  an  estimated  population  for  the 
target  year  (1960)  is  derived  by  adding  the  gains  resulting  from  natural  increase  (births 
minus  deaths)  and  annexation,  if  any,  to  the  known  population  (1950).   If  the  resulting 
population  figure  Is  smaller  than  the  actual  number  of  residents  reported  in  1960,  then 
inmigration  has  occurred;  if  the  resulting  figure  is  larger  than  the  actual  number  of 
residents  reported  in  1960,  then  ou tmigr a t  ion  has  occurred. 

Owing  to  Its  size  and  certain  census  procedures  that  eliminate  collection  of  detailed 
information  in  small  communities,  Randleman  and  Randleman  Township  migration  figures  could 
not  be  computed.  However,  county  census  data  are  available  and  from  these  census  sources 
we  know  (using  the  procedure  described  above)  that  Randolph  County  experienced  an  inmigra- 
tion of  1600  people  (most  of  whom  can  probably  be  traced  to  the  Asheboro  area).  In 
addition  to  this  awareness  of  county  trends,  one  can  gain  valuable  insights  into  the  migra- 
tion "picture"  by  examining  sex  and  age  group  data  for  the  City  of  Randleman.  Table  three 
(3)  shows  what  age  and  sex  groups  in  Randleman  are  "in"  and  "out"  migrating. 
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157 

162 

155 

127 

101 

60 

139 

139 

151 

114 

90 

73 

184 

183 

209 

128 

122 

94 

179 

142 

178 

132 

102 

133 

TABLE  3   NET  MIGRATION  BY  SEX  AND  AGE  GROUPS,  CITY  OF  RANDLEMAN,  1950-1960 

Age  Group  Cohorts         Under 

In  1950  5      5-14    15-24    24-34    35-44    45-54    55-64    6'. 

MALES 
1950  Population  10^ 

1960  Population 

Percent  of  1950  Group 
Present  in  1960 

FEMALES 
1950  Population  10^ 

1960  Population 

Percent  of  1950  Group 
Present  in  1960  97.3    77.6     85.2    103.1     83.6    141.5 

Analysis  of  the  above  table  Indicates  that  the  largest  outmigration  occurred  in  the 
female  15-24  year  age  group.   Among  males,  outmigration  was  highest  in  the  same  age  group. 
Substantial  outmigration  occurred  in  all  the  other  age  groups  except  :  a)  male  cohorts  25-34 
and  55-64;  and  b)  female  cohorts  5-14,  35-44  and  55-64. 

These  trends  are  significant.   Though  it  would  be  expected  that  the  older  age  groups 
would  remain  in  their  home  community  throughout  their  senior  years  (as  has  happened),  it 
is  discouraging  to  those  who  love  Randleman  to  witness  the  loss  of  young,  productive  men 
and  women  in  the  15-24  age  groups.   These  are  the  people  to  whom  the  community  will  look 
for  leadership  in  years  to  come.   Another  factor  of  concern  is  the  decline  in  the  very 
young  and  middle  aged  populations  since  1950  (with  the  single  exception  of  females  35-44 
years).   Thus,  Randleman  seems  to  be  gaining  an  older  population  while  it  is  losing 
persons  in  the  younger  age  categories.   Efforts  need  to  be  made  to  discourage  the  continued 
loss  of  younger  age  groups.   This  will  be  one  of  the  objectives  of  the  planning  program. 
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Composition  of  the  Population 

TABLE  4   CITY,  TOWNSHIP,  COUNTY  AND  STATE  POPULATIONS  BY  AGE  AND  SEX  GROUPS,  1960 


Age 
Cohorts 


City  of  Randleman 
Number   Percent 


^and  leman  Twp . 
lumber   Percent 


Randolph  County     N.  C.  State 
Number    Percent    Percentages 


Total  Male  Pop, 


Under 

5  years 

5  to  9  years 

10 

to 

14 

years 

15 

to 

19 

years 

20 

to 

24 

years 

25 

to 

29 

years 

30 

to 

34 

years 

35 

to 

39 

years 

40 

to 

44 

years 

45 

to 

49 

years 

50 

to 

54 

years 

55 

to 

59 

years 

60  to  64  years 
65  to  69  years 
70  to  74  years 
7  5  years  and  over 
Median  Age 


106 
101 
104 
75 
64 
68 
71 
72 
79 
68 
46 
55 
35 
27 
22 
24 
29, 


7.0 
7  .1 
7.8 
6. 


232 

211 

218 

154 

128 

157 

151 

156 

161 

129 

80 

107 

65 

52 

40 

42 


11.1 
10.1 
10 

7 

6 

7 

7 

7 


7  .7 
6.2 
3.9 
5.1 
3.1 
2.5 
1  .9 
2.0 


3  ,507 

3,335 

3,  151 

2,593 

1,836 

2,055 

2,  163 

2,164 

2,  110 

1,927 

1,53  1 

1  ,249 

897 

753 

578 

604 


10 


6.0 
6.8 
7.  1 
7  .1 
6.9 
6.3 
5.0 
4.1 
2.9 
2.5 
1  .9 
2.0 


100 

11 

11 

11 
9 
7 
6 
6 
6 
6 
5 

4.7 
3.9 
2.9 
2.5 
1.8 
1  .9 

24.4 


Total  Female  Pop 
Under  5  years 
5  to  9  years 


10 

to 

14 

years 

15 

to 

19 

years 

20 

to 

24 

years 

25 

to 

29 

years 

30 

to 

34 

years 

35 

to 

39 

years 

40 

to 

44 

years 

45 

to 

49 

years 

50 

to 

54 

years 

55 

to 

59 

years 

60 

to 

64 

years 

65 

to 

69 

years 

70 

to 

74 

years 

75 

years 

and  over 

Median  Age 


215 
127 
120 
102 
96 
83 
64 
78 
95 
83 
74 
58 
51 
51 
46 
30 
57 
31. 


100.0 
10  .4 
9  .9 
8.4 
7  .9 
6.8 
5.3 
6.4 
7  .8 
6.8 
6.  1 
4.8 
4.2 
4.2 
3.8 
2.5 
4.7 


263 
263 

212 

181 

167 

143 

171 

194 

151 

123 

109 

90 

81 

75 


11  .2 

11.2 

9.0 

7  .7 

7  .  1 


31,044 
3,  169 
3,  166 
3  ,  170 
2,553 
2,073 
2,  162 
2,269 
2,308 
2,  135 
1,927 
1,567 
1,244 
1,011 
885 
596 
809 


2 
2 
2 
2 

7 
0 
3 
7  .4 
6.9 
6.2 
5.0 
4.0 
3.3 
2.9 
1.9 
2.6 


100.0 

11.3 

10.9 

10.4 

8.6 


6.5 
6.8 
6.9 
6.2 
5.8 
4.9 
4.1 
3.3 
2.9 
2.1 
2.5 
26.7 


A  comparative  knowledge  of  the  age  and  sex  distribution  of  Randleman,  the  township, 
county  and  state  is  a  useful  first  step  in  studying  the  physical  and  social  characteristics 
of  the  area's  population.   Table  four  (4)  on  the  preceeding  page  clearly  depicts  these 
figures  and  indicates  the  important  trends. 

These  facts  have  important  implications  for  planning  future  school  needs,  anticipating 
consumption  patterns  and  projecting  employment  potentials,  to  name  just  a  few. 

The  most  outstanding  characteristic  of  the  population,  as  indicated  by  the  statistics 
in  Table  4,  is  the  below  average  younger  age  groupings  (0-24)  within  all  three  local  juris- 
dictions.  Male  age  groups  of  less  than  24  years,  without  exception,  comprise  smaller  per- 
centages of  their  respective  total  populations  than  would  be  expected  on  the  basis  of  state 
averages.   Females,  too,  are  present  in  smaller  forces  than  would  be  expected  on  the  basis 
of  state  averages,  and  this  is  especially  marked  in  the  City  of  Randleman.   Also,  the  per- 
centage of  younger  age  groups  in  Randleman  is  even  smaller  than  in  the  under-represented 
township  and  county. 

Another  principal  observation  to  be  gained  from  Table  4  is  the  corollary  finding  that 
Randleman,  Randleman  Township  and  Randolph  County  are  disproportionately  composed  of  aged 
persons.   Again,  this  fact  is  especially  evident  in  Randleman,  where  the  percentages  of 
persons  aged  55-75,  males  and  females,  are  higher  than  the  average  percentages  of  such  age 
groups  throughout  the  state.   In  Randleman,  the  median  age  of  the  male  population  is  29.3; 
statewide  it  is  24.4;  the  female  median  age  in  Randleman  is  31.0;  statewide  it  is  26.7! 
The  median  age  levels  for  males  and  females  are  also  years  higher  in  Randleman  Township 
and  Randloph  County  than  that  which  is  average  throughout  North  Carolina. 

The  above  are  not  pleasant  indicators  for  future  population  expectations.  If  in- 
migration  does  not  occur  and  if  the  present  population  does  not  replenish  itself  in  an 
accelerated  manner,  then  Randleman  citizens  (and  those  in  the  larger  areas  surrounding  it) 


could  find  themselves  in  a  difficult  "dependency  situation."   By  this  is  meant  that  an  even 
smaller  labor  force  than  now  exists  will  be  available  to  support  a  growing  number  of  re- 
tiring men  and  women. 

Finally,  it  can  be  seen  in  Table  4  that  the  sex  distribution  in  Randleman  is  fairly 
even,  with  males  predominating  in  younger  age  groups  and  females  predominating  in  older 
age  groups.   This  is  comparable  with  township,  county  and  state  trends. 


I ncome 


,  Education  and  Housing 


A  great  deal  can  be  learned  about  a  city's  style  of  life,  culture  and  economic  poten- 
tial by  examining  its  peoples'  income,  education  and  housing  characteristics.   As  in  the 
preceeding  pages,  statistics  are,  whenever  possible,  presented  for  the  City  of  Randleman, 
Randleman  Township  and  Randloph  County.   This  procedure  permits  comparative  evaluations  and 
gives  to  the  citizen  a  better  understanding  of  the  data's  import  for  his  city. 


I ncome 

Table  5,  on  the  following  page,  depicts  the  family  income  distribution  in  the  town- 
ship and  county  by  percentages  and  numbers  of  families  earning  x  dollars.   In  addition, 
Table  5  gives  total  and  median  family  income  and  total  personal  and  individual  per  capita 
income  figures.   The  Bureau  of  the  Census  does  not  compute  income  statistics  for  jurisdic- 
tions with  less  than  a  2,500  population;  however,  Randleman  Township  should  closely  re- 
flect the  actual  city  income  distribution. 

Family  income  levels  are  lower  in  Randleman  Township  than  in  urban  North  Carolina  and 
urban  United  States,  but  slightly  higher  than  in  Randolph  County.   This  can  be  seen  in 
Table  5  by  comparing  the  local  jurisdictions  with  state  and  national  median  and  per  capita 
income  figures.   For  the  state,  the  median  family  income  is  $4,843  and  the  per  capita 
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income  is  $1,639;  for  the  nation,  these  figures  are  $6,166  and  $2,069,  respectively.   Also 
evident  from  the  above  statistics  is  the  fact  that  a  sizeable  percentage  of  the  city 
(21.4)  and  county  (27.4)  family  populations  are  living  under  conditions  of  poverty! 
Federal,  state  and  local  efforts  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  assist  these  people  to  help 
themselves.   Today,  there  are  programs  and  plans  to  combat  poverty  on  every  front; 
Randleman  leaders  can  play  an  important  role  in  their  community's  effort  to  use  these 
opportunities  to  the  city's  best  advantage. 

TABLE  5   FAMILY  AND  PERSONAL  INCOME,  RANDLEMAN  TOWNSHIP  AND  RANDOLPH  COUNTY,  1959 


Income 


Randleman  Township 
Number  Percent 


Rando Iph  County 
Number  Pert 


All  Families 
Under  $3,000 
$3,000  to  $7,999 
$8,000  and  Over 
Total  Family  Income 
Median  Family  Income 
Total  Personal  Income 
Per  Capita  Income 


1,  183 

253 

786 

144 

$6,006,500 

$     4,770 

$6,  180,689 

$     1,392 


100.0 
21.4 
66.4 
12  .2 


16,112 

4,408 

9,687 

2,017 

$81,301,500 

$      4,593 

$83  ,620,935 

$      1,360 


100.0 
27.4 
60.  1 
12.5 


'Michael  Harrington,  The  Other  America:  Poverty  in  the  U.S.  (New  York:  The  MacMillian 
Company),  1963.  (Using  statistics  compiled  from  the  1960  U.S .  Census  of  Population). 


Education 

Educational  achievement  is  closely  related  to  earning  power  and  other  measures  of  a 
community;  therefore,  we  do  well  to  evaluate  Randleman's  population  in  this  regard.   Table 
6,  below,  contains  this  information  on  a  township  and  county  level: 

TABLE  6   EDUCATION  LEVELS -RANDLEMAN  TOWNSHIP  AND  RANDOLPH  COUNTY  -  1960 

Randleman  Township  Randolph  County 

Years  of  School  Completed  Total     Percent  Total     Percent 

Persons  25  years  old  and  over      2,476       100.0 

No.  school  years  completed  103  4.2 

17.0 
Elementary:  1  to  4  years  318         12.8 

5  to  7  years  730         29.5 

8  years  314         12.7     ^^''■ 

High  school  1  to  3  years  402         16.2         , 

4  years  43  1         17  .4 

College  1  to  3  years  83  3.4      ^    .^ 

4  years  or  more  95         3.8 

Median  school  years  completed  8.3  8.6 

Examination  of  the  above  table  reveals  that  17  percent  of  the  population  in  Randleman 
Township  are  functional  illiterates  (i.e.,  have  not  completed  more  than  four  years  of 
school),  42.2  percent  have  completed  only  eight  years  or  less  of  school,  only  33.6  percent 
have   gene  to   high  school  and  just  7.2  percent  of  the  entire  population  have  had  any 
college  experience.   The  median  number  of  school  years  completed  in  Randleman  Township  is 


32 

,994 

742 

3 

,712 

9 

,871 

3 

,794 

5 

,930 

6 

,244 

1 

,464 

1 

,237 

100.0 

2.2 

11.3 
29.9 
11.5 

13.5 
41.4 

18.0 
18.9 

36.9 

4.4 
3  .8 

8.2 

8.3.   Compared  with  county  statistics  for  similar  achievement  levels,  Randleman  Township's 
educational  level  appears  not  to  be  keeping  pace.  County-wide,  there  are  fewer  functional 
illiterates  and  persons  with  less  than  eight  grade  educations   and  more  high  school  and 
collega  educated  people.   Also,  the  median  level  of  school  years  completed  is  higher  than 
the  township  at  8.6.   This  generally  used  indication  of  area-wide  educational  attainment 
reads  lower  for  both  Randleman  Township  and  Randolph  County  than  the  statewide  urban 
average,  which  is  10.4  school  years. 

One  explanation,  consistent  with  the  earlier  data,  accounts  for  the  low  median  edu- 
cational level  in  Randleman  Township:  outmigration  of  the  better  educated  natives.   These 
people  become  the  most  employable  residents  of  the  community  and  often,  due  to  lack  of 
suitable  local  opportunities,  choose  to  leave  their  hometown  for  "greener  pastures"  else- 
where . 

Education  is  the  key  to  effective  leadership  and  is  a  city's  wisest  investment  for 
future  growth.   More  emphasis  must  be  placed  on  the  educational  systems  in  Randolph  County, 
unskilled  laborers  should  be  trained  in  meaningful  skills  and  better  job  opportunities 
should  be  encouraged  by  the  attraction  of  new,  diversified  industries.   Social  improvements 
and  personal  satisfactions  will  be  added  rewards  for  these  endeavors. 


Housing  conditions,  as  reported  in  the  I960  Bureau  of  the  Census  publications  and 
supplemented  by  a  house-to-house  survey  of  the  entire  planning  area,  give  the  Randleman 
official  yet  another  accurate  reflection  of  living  conditions  in  the  city  and  its  sur- 
rounding area.   The  quality  of  housing  relates  closely  to  the  above  mentioned  social  factors 
namely,  income  and  education.   Table  7  shows  how  the  City  of  Randleman  measures  up  with  its 
surrounding  areas  with  respect  to  certain  aspects  of  the  housing  situation. 


TABLE  7   HOUSING  DATA,  RANDLEMAN,  RANDLEMAN  TOWNSHIP  AND  RANDOLPH  COUNTY,  1960 


Rand  leman 
Total 


Rand  1 eman 
Township 

Total       Per( 


Rando  1  ph 
County 
Total      Percent 


All  Housing  Uni  ts 
Owner  Occupied 
Renter  Occupied 
Pop.  Per  Household 
Vacant 

All  Housing  Units 

Sound 

With  All  Plumbing 
Lacking  Some  or  All 

Deteriorating 

With  All  Plumbing 
Lacking  Some  or  All 

Di lapidated 


714 

100.0 

479 

67.1 

198 

27.7 

3.30 

37 

5.2 

715 

100  .0 

516 

72.3 

452 

63.3 

64 

9  .0 

164 

23.0 

67 

9.4 

97 

13.6 

1  ,408 

100  .0 

995 

70  .7 

315 

22.4 

3.39 

98 

6.9 

1  ,408 

100.0 

1,076 

76.4 

903 

64.1 

173 

12.3 

274 

19.5 

89 

6.3 

185 

13.2 

18,879 

100  .0 

13,057 

69.2 

4,396 

23.3 

3.50 

1,426 

7.5 

18,879 

100.0 

14,072 

74.5 

10,753 

57.0 

3,319 

17.5 

3,639 

19.3 

871 

4.6 

2,768 

14.7 

Analysis  of  the  data  indicates  that  the  housing  stock  occupied  by  city  residents  is 
less  sound  than  housing  situated  in  the  township  and  county.   In  the  city,  27  percent  of 
housing  is  "substandard"  (i.e.,  either  deteriorated  or  dilapidated);  in  the  township  this 
figure  is  23.6  percent;  and  in  the  county,  the  figure  is  25.5  percent.   Further  study  shows 
this  city  figure  to  be  slightly  better  than  the  state  average  (28.8)  but  quite  inferior  to 
the  national  average  (18.6)  percentage  of  unsound  dwellings.   Although  the  differences  are 


not  too  substantial,  the  important  point  is  the  simple  fact  that  there  actually  are  so 
many  houses  in  Randleman  of  unsound  condition.   As  was  indicated  earlier  with  regard  to 
the  problems  of  low  income  families  and  poorly  educated  individuals,  Randleman  officials 
have  a  very  favorable  opportunity  to  reverse  these  trends.   The  many  current  government 
programs  and  the  present  comprehensive  planning  approach  to  sound  community  development 
are  close  allies  to  all  action-oriented  local  leaders. 


Future  Population  Estimates 

No  one  is  able  to  predict  with  absolute  certainty  the  future  population  of  an  area; 
nevertheless,  future  plans  can  be  supplemented  with  information  derived  from  careful 
analysis.   By  examining  recent  population  trends  and  other  growth  indications,  assumptions 
can  be  made  about  future  conditions  with  reasonable  expectations  as  to  the  validity  of 
such  estimates,  if  the  assumptions  upon  which  the  estimates  are  based  are  themselves  valid. 
Of  course,  no  one  has  the  ability  to  foretell  precisely  how  Randolph  County  will  fare  in 
the  years  ahead,  or  to  predict  the  future  pattern  of  age-specific  and  migration  rates,  or 
to  pinpoint  the  significance  of  a  given  numerical  population  change  in  the  recent  past,  or 
to  know  whether  the  average  trend  of  the  last  four  decades  is  the  best  indicator  of  a 
city's  future  population,  or  even  to  judge  which  of  several  methods  of  population  fore- 
casting would  yield  the  best  result  under  the  given  conditions.   For  these  reasons,  four 
different  sets  of  assumptions  will  be  employed  in  this  report  for  estimating  the  future 
population  of  Randleman,  Randleman  Township  and  Randolph  County.   Specifically,  the  four 
forecasting  techniques  and  the  principles  by  which  they  are  executed  are  as  follows: 


;tlo  Projection  Method: 

This  method  bases  the  small-area  population  projection  on  that  of  a  relatively 
larger  territorial  unit  which  contains  the  smaller  area  in  question; 

ihort  Survival  Method: 


This  method  is  based  on  the  assumption  that  age-specific  vital  rates  and  migra- 
tion rates  of  the  recent  past  would  continue  unchanged  into  the  near  future. 
Currently  considered  most  accurate  by  demographers,  this  method  permits  consid- 
eration of  birth,  death  and  migration  rates;  thus,  only  area  environmental 
changes  can  influence  the  resulting  estimates; 

■ithmetic  Projection  Method; 

This  method  asserts  that  a  given  numerical  change  in  population  from  one  point 
in  time  to  another  as  exhibited  in  the  past  is  the  best  means  of  extrapolating 
a  future  population  trend;  and 

;ase-Squares  Method: 

This  method  uses  regression  analysis  to  compute  a  trend  best  fitting  the  past 
population  data  of  a  given  area  and  to  yield  an  extrapolated  population  proj- 
ection. 


Applying  these  four  techniques  to  the  City  of  Randleman,  Randleman  Township  and 
Randolph  County   results  in  varied   future  population  estimates  through  1980. 

An  examination  of  Table  8  reveals  that  population  growth  in  the  city,  township  and 
county  between  1965  and  1980  will  be  minimal  if  a  given  set  of  conditions  come  into  exist- 
ence, and  considerable  if  a  different  set  of  conditions  are  brought  into  play.   For  example, 
it  can  be  seen  that,  from  1960  to  1980  (under  the  conditions  assumed  in  the  cohort-survival 
method)  Randleman's  population  should  increase  17.3  percent  to  2,619  persons.   Under  the 


conditions  assumed  In  the  ratio  projection  method,  however,  population  is  expected  to  in- 
crease only  10  percent.   Trends  similar  to  the  above  are  predicted  for  the  township  and 
county  . 

TABLE  8   POPULATION  ESTIMATES  FOR  RANDLEMAN 


Randleman 

Ratio  Projection 
Cohort  Survival 
Arithmetic  Projection 
Least-Squares 

Randleman  Township 

Ratio  Projection 
Cohort  Survival 
Arithmetic  Projection 
Leas  t-Squares 

Randolph  County 

Ratio  Projection  61,497  63,105  64,713  68,418  72,123 

Cohort  Survival  61,497  66,891  72,286  78,410  84,535 

Arithmetic  Projection  61,497  64,730  67,964  71,197  74,431 

Least-Squares  61,497  77,427  93,357  97,455  101,553 


2,232 

2,255 

2,277 

2,265 

2,254 

2,232 

2,323 

2,414 

2,517 

2,619 

2,232 

2,303 

2,373 

2,448 

2,522 

2,232 

2,283 

2,333 

2,390 

2,447 

4,43  9 

4,749 

5,060 

5,362 

5,664 

4,43  9 



— 

— 

— 

4,43  9 

4,708 

4,916 

5,  185 

5,393 

4,439 

4,792 

6,103 

6,322 

6,540 

The  cohort-survival  method  cannot  be  applied  to  township  population  statistics  for  the 
purpose  of  deriving  estimates  because  age  group  data  were  not  compiled  for  townships  in 
the  1950  census. 


RANDLEMAN      POPULATION     ESTIMATES 
1960-1980 


1965 


1970 


It  is  the  Planning  Board's  judgement  that  the  cohort  survival  method  is  the  single 
most  reliable  technique  for  the  purpose  of  estimating  the  city's  future  population.   This 
method  takes  more  factors  into  consideration  than  any  other  method   and  is  based  upon 
careful  analysis  of  birth,  death  and  migration  conditions.   Therefore,  it  is  the  Board's 
recommendation  that  local  officials  begin  now  to  plan  in  terms  of  a  1980  population  of 
2,619  persons.   It  should,  however,  be  clearly  understood  that  the  fortunes  of  Randleman's 
population  and  economic  base  are  very  much  going  to  be  influenced  by  events  that  transpire 
In  the  succeeding  years.   Improvements  in  the  city's  environment  through  planned  progress 
are  part  of  the  current  efforts  being  made  to  encourage  the  rapid  growth  of  the  local  area. 

It  is  important  to  recall  the  point  already  stressed  regarding  estimates,  that  is, 
they  are  only  estimates  based  upon  trends  and  assumption  and  not  predictions  as  such.   A 
large  annexation,  the  founding  of  a  major  industry  (or  shutdown  of  an  existing  one),  con- 
tinued escalation  of  the  war  in  Vietnam,  or  other,  non-predictable  events  could  drastically 
alter  the  above  figures  in  any  given  area.   As  is,  such  estimations  should  help  local 
officials  to  plan  for  the  foreseeable  future  and  adjust  to  new  conditions  as  they  occur. 
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The  founding  and  continued  existence  of  almost  all  cities  are  based  upon  their 
economic  potential  and/or  viability.   The  rare  exceptions  are  the  religious  centers  (Salt 
Lake  City),  the  governmental  headquarters  (Brasilia),  the  health  resorts  (retirement 
villages  in  Florida),  and  other  such  cities  whose  original  and  primary  justification  for 
bei-ng  was  not  economic.   Even  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  there  are  cities  that  serve 
a  specialized  function:  Nags  Head,  Southern  Pines  and  Blowing  Rock  are  three  examples. 
The  City  of  Randleman  has  no  such  exotic  claims  and  therefore  its  people  rely  upon  commerce 
and  Industry  for  their  sustenance.   This  section  of  the  report  is  intended  to  familiarize 
the  reader  with  the  most  important  facts  regarding  the  economic  base  or  composition  of  the 
area.   It  should  enable  the  city  officials  and  individual  citizens  to  better  acquaint  them- 
selves with  Randleman's  strengths  and  weaknesses. 

Types  of  Employment 

Table  9  indicates  the  specialties  in  which  the  local  residents  are  employed.   Of  all 
the  many  possible  types  of  economic  activity,  textiles  and  apparel  products  are  obviously 
predominant  in  Randleman  Township  and  Randolph  County.   A  whopping  58.0  percent  of  the 
township  and  a  still  disproportionate  38.0  percent  of  the  county  population  are  employed 
in  this  single  economic  activity.   This  one  industry  dominates  the  local  economic  base, 
clearly  emphasizing  the  fact  that,  within  the  township  and  county,  there  is  an  extreme 
lack  of  overall  industrial  diversification.   Randleman  Township  and  Randolph  County  have 
very  specialized  economies  with  the  fortunes  of  the  area  largely  tied  to  the  successes  or 
failures  of  the  textile  sector  of  these  economies. 


TABLE  9   DIVERSIFICATION  OF  THE  ECONOMY  -  TOWNSHIP,  COUNTY  AND  U.S.,  1960 


267        1.1 


Eating  and  Drinking  Places 

Other  Retail  Trade  174       9.2         2,368       9.4 


lusiness  and  Repair  Services 


Private  Households  16       0.8  474       1.9 

Other  Personal  Services  16       0.8  480        1.9 


Hospitals 
Educational  Services 


Public  Administration 

Other  Indus.  (Ind.  not  Reported) 


1,252 

66.6 

73 

3.9 

4 

0.2 

37 

2.0 

4 

1.2 

4 

0.2 

8 

0.4 

1,091 

58.0 

20 

1.1 

11 

0.6 

24 

1.3 

16 

0.8 

40 

2.1 

26 

1  .4 

174 

9.2 

23 

1.2 

16 

0.8 

16 

0.8 

— 

— 

71 

3.8 

42 

2.2 

37 

2.0 

43 

2.3 

- 

•  27  - 

Percent  of 


Randleman  Township      Randolph  County 
Percent  Percent 

of                      of  Total  U.S  . 

Tota  1 Total Tota  1 Tota  1 Emp  loyment 


Total  Employed  1,882  100.0  25,266  100.0 

Industry 

Agriculture  16  0.8  1,810  7.2 

Mining  _-  --  20  0.08         ^'^ 

Construction  86  4.6  1,379  5.5          5.9 

Manufacturing  1,252  66.6  14,478  57.3         27.1 

Furniture  &  Lumber  &  Wood  Prod.  73  3.9  2,581  10.2 

Metal  Industries  4  0.2  73  0.3 

Machinery  37  2.0  999  3.9 

Transportation  Equipment  4  1.2  40  0.2 

Other  Durable  Goods  4  0.2  144  0.6 

Food  and  Kindred  Products  8  0.4  355  1.4 

Textile  and  Apparel  Products  l',091  58.0  9,598  38.0 

Printing,  Pub.  &  Allied  Indus.  20  1.1  172  0.7 

Other,  Nondurable  Goods  U  0.6  516  2.0 

Railroad  and  Railway  Exp.  Service  --  --  14  0.06 

Other  Transportation  24  1.3  264  1.0         6.9 

Commun.,  Utility  &  Sanitary  Service  16  0.8  240  0.9 

Wholesale  Trade  40  2.1  354  1.4         3.2 


.5.0 


386       1.5         2.5 


158       0.6         6.5 
661       2.6         5.2 


Other  Professional  &  Related  Services     42       2.2  48  1        1.9 

329        1.3  5.0 

1,103       4.4         4.0 


Since  the  livelihood  of  the  Randleman  area  is  almost  solely  dependent  upon  textile 
activity,  any  downward  national  trends  discernible  in  this  sector  would  be  of  interest  to 
the  local  official.   A  study  of  census  figures  for  the  period  1950-1960  reveals  that, 
nationally,  textile  industries  suffered  a  22.3  percent  decline!   It  is  not  unreasonable  to 
expect  that  the  same  influences  which  caused  this  decline  on  a  national  level  (i.e.,  auto- 
mation, textile  import  and  export  policies)  could  also  be  influential  in  upsetting  the 
local  trends   in   manufacturing    activity,   specifically   in   the   textile  industry.   If 
textile  employment  should  decline,  many  new  jobs  would  be  needed  to  absorb  the  displaced 
wo  rker s . 


Occupations,  Male  and  Female 

A  further  view  of  the  area's  economic  growth  can  be  gained  from  Table  10.  Occupa- 
tional data,  showing  how  many  males  and  females  are  employed  in  the  various  industries, 
are  given  in  this  summary. 

As  could  be  expected  in  an  area  dominated  by  textile  manufacturing  activity,  operatives 
and  kindred  workers  comprise  the  highest  percentages  of  male  and  female  workers,  both  for 
the  township  and  county.   These  figures  are  especially  high  among  the  female  worker  ranks, 
as   this   is  one  of  the   few   occupational   activities  in  which  their  sex  is  not  a  barrier 
to  emp 1 oymen t  . 

Randleman  Township  does,  however,  have  percentage-wise  more  professionals,  clerical 
workers  and  craftsmen  than  does  the  county  and  fewer  laborers  and  domestics.   Although 
this  comparison  is  somewhat  encouraging  for  Randleman  officials,  the  overall  picture 
obviously  is  not.   Greater  diversification  of  industry  and  commerce  would  further  increase 
the  proportions  of  service,  sales  and  clerical  workers,  managers,  professionals  and 
technical  personnel. 


66 

5.9 

4 

0.4 

81 

7.2 

76 

6.8 

63 

5.6 

297 

24.8 

474 

42.1 

TABLE  10   OCCUPATIONAL  DATA  -  RANDLEMAN  TOWNSHIP  6.  RANDOLPH  COUNTY,  1960 

Randleman  Township  Randolph  County 
Total Percent 

Male  Employed  1,125  100.0 

Prof.,  Tech.   6<  Kind.  Workers 
Farmers  &  Farm  Managers 
Mgrs., Off.  &  Prop.  Excl.  Farm 
Clerical  and  Kindred  Workers 
Sales  Workers 

Craftsmen,  F'man  &  Kind.  Workers 
Operatives  &  Kindred  Workers 
Private  Household  Workers 
Serv.  Workers,  Exc.  Priv.  H'hold 
Farm  Laborers  and  Farm  Foremen 
Laborers,  Except  Farm  and  Mine 
Occupation  not  Reported 

Female  Employed 

Prof., Tech.   &  Kind.  Workers 
Farmers  &  Farm  Managers 
Mgrs.,  Off.  &  Prop.  Excl.  Farm 
Clerical  and  Kindred  Workers 
Sales  Workers 

Craftsmen,  F'man  &  Kind.  Workers 
Operatives  &  Kindred  Workers 
Private  Household  Workers 
Serv.  Workers, Exc.  Priv.  H'hold 
Farm  Laborers  and  Farm  Foreman 
Laborers,  Except  Farm  and  Mine 
Occupation  not  Reported 


41 

3.6 

8 

0.7 

757 

100.0 

39 

5.2 

8 

1  .1 

101 

13.3 

40 

5.3 

483 

63.8 

16 

2.1 

26 

3.4 

24 

3.2 

20 

2.6 

Total 

Percent 

16,  183 

100.0 

697 

4.3 

1,419 

8.8 

1,  179 

7.3 

654 

4.0 

891 

5.5 

3,411 

21.1 

5,508 

34.0 

17 

0.1 

568 

3  .5 

197 

1.2 

905 

5.6 

737 

4.6 

590 

6.5 

69 

0.8 

138 

1.5 

129 

12.4 

385 

4.2 

104 

1  .  1 

277 

58.1 

441 

4.9 

441 

4.9 

45 

0.5 

58 

0.6 

406 

4.5 

Employment  Levels 

The  following  table  is  designed  to  show  general  employment  level  characteristics  of 
the  labor  force  in  the  township  and  county.   Data  are  presented  by  age,  sex,  and  institu- 
tional breakdowns: 


TABLE  11   EMPLOYMENT  STATUS  -  RANDLEMAN  TOWNSHIP  &  RANDOLPH  COUNTY, 


Randleman  Township 
Total 


Randolph  County 
Total 


Ma le ,  14  and  Over 

Labor  Force 

Percent  of  Total 

Civilian  Labor  Force 
Employed 
Unemp  loy ed 
Percent  of  Civilian  Labot 

Not  in  Labor  Force 
Inmates  of  Institutions 
Enrolled  in  School 
Other,  Under  65  years  old 
Other,  65  years  old  and  o\ 


1,49  1 

1,  142 
76. 

1,138 

1,125 

13 

1. 

349 

141 

71 

137 


2  1,027 

16,541 
78, 

16,522 

16,  183 

339 

2, 

4,486 
197 
1,851 
1  ,  179 
1,259 


Female,  14  and  over 

Labor  Force 

Percent  of  Total 
Emp  loy ed 
Unemp  loy ed 

Percent  of  Civilian  Labor  Force 

Not  in  Labor  Force 
Inmates  of  Institutions 
Enrolled  in  School 
Other,  Under  65  years  old 
Other,  65  years  old  and  over 

Married  Women  in  Labor  Force 
Husband  Present 
With  Own  Children  Under  6 


22,071 


784 

46.5 
757 

27 
3.4 

901 

143 
529 
229 


580 
202 


9 

,421 

50. 

6 

9 

,083 
338 

3  . 

6 

12 

,650 
33 

2 

,030 

8 

,501 

2 

,086 

6 

,756 

2 

,288 

Males  far  outnumbered  females  in  the  township  and  county  labor  forces,  despite  the 
fact  that  there  are  more  females  of  labor  force  age  living  in  these  areas.   Whereas  only 
1.1  percent  of  the  township's  and  2.1  percent  of  the  county's  males  are  unemployed,  3.4 
percent  of  township  and  3.6  percent  of  county  females  are  unemployed,  respectively.   These 
are  not  unusual  conditions,  as  females  typically  comprise  a  smaller  percentage  of  the  labor 
force.   Furthermore,  female  unemployment  rates  usually  do  not  reflect  the  same  kind  of 
hardships  and  deprivation  associated  with  male  unemployment.   All  of  the  above  figures 
suggest  that,  in  this  one  sense  at  least,  Randleman's  economy  is  better  off  than  the  average 
United  States  city,  where  unemployment  in  1960  hovered  around  5.0  percent. 

Mobility  of  the  Labor  Force 

Owing  to  the  slow  economic  growth  of  the  township  and  county  (and  consistent  with  the 
earlier  noted  trend  of  younger-aged  ou tmigr a t ion) ,  only  a  few  persons  go  outside  the  area  to 
work.   Most  of  those  who  work  outside  Randleman  Township  and  Randolph  County  commute  either 
to  Greensboro  or  High  Point.   People  residing  in  Randolph  County  but  outside  Randleman 
Township  who  commute  do  so  predominantly  in  High  Point  and,  to  a  lesser  extent,  in  Davidson 
County.   Nevertheless,  most  local  residents  do  find  employment  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
their  own  area,  as  Table  12  illustrates. 

The  figures  in  Table  12  suggest  that  the  township  and  county  populations  are,  for  the 
most  part,  substantially  anchored  in  the  home  communities.   This  is  the  case  for  over  85 
percent  of  Randleman  Township's  population  and  over  77  percent  of  Randolph  County's  popu- 
lation.  It  IS  a  fact  least  evident,  however,  in  the  urbanizing  fringe  area  beyond  the 
city's  corporate  limits.   Statistics  from  the  North  Carolina  Department  of  Agriculture  show 
that  people  are  moving  into  farm  areas  for  other  than  farming  pursuits.   Table  13  thus 
graphically  illustrates  this  further  evidence  of  the  expansion  of  Randleman. 


TABLE  12   WORKER  MOBILITY  -  RANDLEMAN  TOWNSHIP  -  RANDOLPH  COUNTY,  1960 


Work  In: 


Reside  in 
Towns 

Rand  leman 
;hip 

Total 

Percent 

138 

7  .5 

54 

2.9 

36 

2.0 

— 

— 

4 

0.2 

4 

0.2 

Reside  In 
Randolph  County 


Total 

Percent 

625 

2.5 

2,395 

9.6 

389 

1.6 

32 

0.1 

12 

0.05 

454 

1.8 

49 

0.2 

61 

0.3 

242 

1.0 

63 

0.3 

— 

-- 

23 

0.09 

19,337 

77.8 

182 

0.7 

1,004 

4.0 

Greensboro  City 

High  Point  City 

Balance  of  Guilford  County 

Winston-Salem  City 

Balance  of  Forsyth  County 

Davidson  County 

Montgomery  County 

Moore  County 

Chatham  County 

Alamance  County 

Durham  County 

Wake  County 

Randolph  County 

Els  ewher e 

Place  of  Work  not  Reported 


568 

4 

32 


85.2 
0.2 
1.8 


TOTAL 


100.0 


TABLE  13   RANDLEMAN  TOWNSHIP  AND  RANDOLPH  COUNTY  FARM  CENSUS,  1961  AND  1965 

a b c 

Number  of  People 
Number  of  Tracts     Number  of  People    Living  On  Farmland 
5  Acres  Or        Living  On  Farm-       Of  More  Than  5 
Jurisdiction,  Time               Larger  in  Use          Land  Of  More      Acres  Who  Work  Away 
of  Recordation Than  5  Acres From  The  Farm 

Randleman  Township,  1961  3,486                   245  84 

Randolph  County,  1961  377,571  17,048  4,826 

Randleman  Township,  1965  4,489                   286  95 

Randolph  County,  1965  380,075  15,757  4,770 

More  farm  acres  are  now  being  developed  for  intensive  use  than  were  so  developed  in 
1961,  both  on  a  township  and  on  a  county  basis.   Most  striking,  of  course,  is  the  fact 
that  Randleman  Township's  acreage  (column  a)  in  1965  represents  an  almost  twenty  (20)  per- 
cent share  of  the  county's  acreage  gain  in  farm  usage  since  1960.   This  is  a  far  greater 
proportion  of  the  county  total  than  Randleman  Township  would  be  expected  to  secure,  based 
on  its  population  share  in  Randolph  County.   It  further  demonstrates  the  rapid  growth  in 
the  fringe  area  of  Randleman  City,  for  the  additional  development  of  tracts  of  land  in 
different  ownership  on  farm  areas  clearly  denotes  township  expansion.   Since  most  of 
Randolph  Township's  farm  acreage  is  beyond  the  city  limits  of  Randleman,  the  inevitable 
conclusion  is  that  growth  is  occurring  in  the  Randleman  fringe  area.   This  finding  is 
further  documented  by  columns  b  and  c,  above.   The  former  shows  that  the  number  of  persons 
living  on  five  or  more  acre  tracts  has  increased;  the  latter  demonstrates  that  a  growing 
number  of  them  do  not  work  the  land  on  which  they  live.   In  short,  they  are  not  farming. 
They  are  part  of  the  growth  picture  of  Randleman  Township  and,  consequently,  Randleman  City. 


''North  Carolina  Department  of  Agr  icu  1  tur  e,  S  t  a  t  i  s  t  i  cs  Division,  February  25,  1966, 


WORKER    AVAILABILITY 


Worker  Availability 

A  study  was  recently  completed  by  the  North  Carolina  Employment  Security  Commission  of 

the  estimated  number  of  resident  production  workers  available  for  prospective  Randleman 

2 
industries.    Table  14,  below,  outlines  the  significant  findings  of  this  research: 

TABLE  14   NUMBER  AND  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  AVAILABLE  PRODUCTION  WORKERS  IN  RECRUITING  AREA 


Total 

Workers  Available 

Skilled 

Semi-skilled 
Male   Female 

Tralnab  le 

Miles 

Total 

Male   Female 

Male   Female 

Male   Female 

0-15 

1  ,090 

485    605 

90      25 

135    205 

260    375 

These  estimates  are  based  upon  a  recruiting  area  that  covers  a  fifteen  (15)  mile  radius, 
approximately  a  20-25  minute  driving  time  area.   The  population  encompassed  numbered  82,905 
persons  in  1960.   The  above  estimates  do  not  include  all  potential  workers  in  the  area,  but 
only  those  who  would  be  qualified  for  and  willing  to  accept  pr oduc t i on- type  work  in  an  In- 
dustrial plant.   Furthermore,  the  trainable  category  noted  above  does  not  include  persons 
over  45  years  of  age,  thus,  a  larger  number  of  workers  actually  might  be  available  than  are 
here  indicated. 

Economic  Growth  and  Development 

The  process  of  city  growth  is  usually  explained  by  urban  economists  in  terms  of  the 
"export  base"  theory  of  development.   Simply  stated,  this  school  of  thought  holds  that 
cities  live  by  selling  goods  and  services  to  the  world  outside  their  borders.   In  this  way 
they  obtain  the  resources  to  pay  for  other  imported  goods  and  services  which  they  do  not 
possess.   Thus,  it  is  said  that  cities  live  or  die  with  the  growth  or  decline  of  their  ex- 
port industries.   A  firmer  understanding  of  the  Randleman  economy  can  be  obtained  by 


Resident  Production  Worker  Availability,  Employment  Security  Commission  of 

North  Carolina,  March  10,  1966,  pp.  1-4. 
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considering  the  strengths  and  weaknesses  of  its  export  base.   To  do  so,  it  is  first 
necessary  to  be  familiar  with  the  common  stages  of  city  growth.   The  beginning  stage  is 
one  of  specialization.   At  this  time  the  local  economy  is  in  the  long  shadow  of  a  single 
dominant  industry  or  possibly  a  single  firm.   After  a  period  of  years  this  stage  gives  way 
to  the  growing  complex  stage.   Here,  local  production  broadens  to  new  products  and  new 
customers  and  new  skill  levels.   Next,  the  maturation  stage  occurs  in  which  local  activi- 
ties are  directed  at  replacing  what  up  until  now  has  been  imported  with  new  "home  built" 
materials.   Result:  a  local  economy  expanded  in  the  range  and  quality  of  its  products  and 
services  . 

Not  all  cities  progress  through  these  stages  to  positions  of  regional  preeminence. 
Oftentimes,  urban  growth  slackens  or  stalls.   When  the  rate  of  growth  of  new  jobs  increases 
beyond  the  capability  of  the  local  labor  force  (or  vice-versa),  the  resulting  void  creates 
crises  in  the  developmental  stages.   Result:  decline  of  a  city  or  the  long  "freezing"  of  a 
city  in  an  early  growth  stage. 

Despite  the  present  labor  force  shortage  and  manufacturing  specialization,  Randleraan 
is  likely  to  continue  its  development  into  the  maturation  stage.   The  proximity  of  Asheboro, 
Greensboro,  High  Point  and  Lexington  makes  Randleman  a  focal  point  of  a  strong  and  viable 
input-output  complex  of  growing  power. 

One  threat  to  Randleman's  potential  is,  as  has  been  noted  in  this  report,  the  heavy 
losses  of  young  adults.   The  current  and  future  generations  are  not  likely  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  traditions,  the  styles,  or  the  limited  opportunities  of  small  city  living. 
Randleman  will  require  a  wider  range  of  consumer  services  and  amenities  to  hold  their 
loyalties  in  future  years  than  has  been  necessary  in  the  past.   So  the  fact  of  Randleman's 
location  in  the  middle  of  a  dynamic  area  is  seen  to  be  a  double  edged  sword.   On  the  one 
side,  there  is  opportunity  to  grow  with  the  region;  on  the  other,  there  is  wasted  potential 
if  these  nearby  areas  attract  the  city's  budding  youth.   The  presence  of  attractive  Job 


opportunities  commensurate  with  new  skill  levels  is  one  approach  to  the  solution  of  this 
dilemma.   Addititional  consumer  services  and  increased  amenities  would  probably  grow 
naturally  from  the  cultivation  of  a  truly  diversified  economy  offering  maximum  oppor t un i t i ei 

In  addition  to  providing  needed  economic  stabilization  through  diversification  of 
products  and  increasing  employment  opportunities  for  more  highly  skilled  individuals,  a 
new  industry  can  bring  other  significant  benefits  to  the  Randleman  community.   Many  of 
these  can  be  measured.   A  recent  study  undertaken  in  nine  representative  U.  S.  counties  by 
the  Economic  Research  Department  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  (national)  showed  that  100  new 
factory  workers  bring  the  following  gains  to  a  city; 

a  -  359  additional  persons; 

b  -  $710,000  more  personal  income  each  year; 

c  -  100  new  households; 

d  -  $331,000  gain  in  retail  sales  per  year; 

e  -  91  more  school  children; 

f  -  3  more  retail  establishments; 

g  -  97  more  passenger  cars  registered; 

h  -  $229,000  more  bank  deposits;  and 

i  -  65  more  persons  employed  in  nonmanuf ac tur ing  activities. 

Current  efforts  at  industrial  expansion   are  well  advised  and  in  the  city's  future 
best  interest.   Yet,  such  efforts  should  be  mitigated  by  an  awareness  of  basic  limitations 
and  controls.   This  report  is  intended  to  encourage  such  an  awareness  through  a  review  of 
the  current  facts  and  conditions  of  Randleman's  population  and  economy.   It  is  hoped  that 
city  officials,  by  having  undertaken  this  hard,  realistic  analysis  of  local  situations, 
will  be  better  prepared  to  evaluate  their  community's  overall  needs. 


lip,"  Nation's  Business.   Washington,  D.  C.,  December,  1962 


SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSION 

Beyond  the  reach  of  the  large  cities  but  very  much  influenced  by  them,  Randleman 
officials  and  others  in  surrounding  environs  await  the  future  with  an  awareness  of  their 
problems  and  a  confidence  in  their  area's  potential.   This  report  has  detailed  the  nature 
of  the  city,  township  and  county's  human  and  economic  resources.   In  working  with  this  in- 
formation the  local  officials  should  keep  the  following  basic  facts  uppermost  in  mind: 

-  Randleman's  population  has  increased  slightly  in  recent  years  to  an  estimated 
2,255  persons  as  of  1965.   However,  the  city's  rate  of  growth  is  quite  slow 
compared  with  county  and  state  trends.   The  fringe  area  beyond  the  city  limits 
has  grown  much  more  rapidly  than  the  city  itself,  suggesting  the  possibility  of 
a  future  annexation. 

-  The  city  is  suffering  a  loss  of  productive  age  groups  through  outmigration 
while  at  the  same  time  registering  gains  in  older  age  groups. 

-  The  local  population  earns  less  than  state  and  national  averages  or  median 
levels.   In  addition,  a  sizable  percentage  of  families  in  the  city  and  through- 
out the  county  earn  less  than  $3,000. 

-  Those  people  who  have  low  incomes  have  less  adequate  housing  and  poorer  edu- 
cations.  Fewer  than  half  the  population  of  Randleman  have  completed  eight 
years  of  school.   One-fourth  of  all  housing  is  substandard. 

-  Future  population  estimates  suggest  continued  slow  growth  in  the  local  area, 
with  more  rapid  increases  in  other  parts  of  the  county.   Of  course,  any  small 
city  can  be  very  much  influenced  by  the  location  of  a  new  industry.   If  this 
happens  in  Randleman,  or  some  other  event  occurs  to  upset  the  present  balance 


This  out-movement  of  young  people  will  cause  reductions  in:  1)  the  natural  increase  rate 
(2)  productive  aged  workers;  3)  expenditures  for  retail  goods;  and  4)  long  term  invest- 
ments for  homes,  cars  and  so  forth. 


of  things,  then  the  population  estimates  based  upon  untrue  assumptions  will  not 
prove  valid.  For  this  reason,  four  estimation  techniques  are  employed,  each  of 
which  is  based  upon  different  assumptions. 

-  There  is  an  extremely  high  specialization  in  textile  and  apparel  products  in 
Randleman  Township  and  throughout  the  county.   This  lack  of  diversification 
makes  the  local  economy  less  stable  than  it  would  be  under  less  specialized 
circumstances.   Nevertheless,  more  professionals,  clerical  workers  and  crafts- 
men are  employed  in  the  local  economy  (on  a  per  capita  basis)  than  would  be 
expected  on  the  basis  of  state  and  national  averages.   In  addition,  fewer 
domestics  and  laborers  work  in  the  local  area  than  is  standard  throughout 

the  land  (again,  on  a  percentage  basis). 

-  As  is  true  elsewhere  in  the  United  States,  Randleman  offers  greater  employment 
opportunities  for  males  than  females.   The  latter  are  more  abundant  in  the  work- 
ing age  population,  but  fewer  doors  are  open  to  women  than  to  men. 

-  Only  a  small  percentage  of  local  people  commute  to  work  beyond  the  area  borders. 
Apparently,  textile  industries  in  the  city  attract  more  workers  to  the  area  than 
they  cause  to  go  elsewhere. 

-  Unemployment  is  low  in  the  city,  in  the  Township  of  Randleman  and  in  Randolph 
County  . 

The  purpose  of  any  planning  program  is  to  bring  facts  like  these  to  the  surface  so 
that  city  leaders  can  use  them  in  giving  direction  to  future  growth,  change  and  develop- 
ment.  By  knowing  the  area's  past  and  present  circumstances,  more  intelligent  and  rational 
decisions  can  be  made  with  regard  to  the  important  issues  that  face  the  city.   For  example, 
it  is  clear  that  new  sources  of  employment,  preferably  of  a  nontextile  nature,  are  desirable. 
These  new  sources  would  provide  jobs  for  displaced  workers  and  create  positions  for  the 
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young,  well  educated  and  productive  members  of  the  local  society.   Recruitment  efforts  to- 
ward this  goal  would  be  well  advised.   Also  recommended  would  be  efforts  to  upgrade  the 
educational  and  training  levels  of  the  citizenry  by  providing  industrial  training,  Improving 
school  facilities  and  discouraging  dropouts.   This  will  better  the  quality  of  the  labor 
force  and  make  the  goal  of  industrial  attraction  easier  to  realize  (and  fulfill).   To  fail  in 
this  is  to  court  continued  losses  due  to  out-migration  which  could,  if  continued,  eventually 
cripple  the  city's  economy  and  social  fabric. 
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